Editor, 8/2/89 

News-Post 

Frederick, Md. 21701 

Beginning with the heading, "Who killed William Higgins ; M your staff columnist* s 

mhwn nf August. 2As dishonest, deceitful, misinf ormative , and part of his long-lasting 
/ hate 



anti-Israel and anti-Semitic/ propaganda. 

There is a nd can he no question about who killed the named American Kar ina, tt 

i viulJh.h /? bit] C/beTtT p « H+Ma. 

is those who captured him, thaytaction of Muslima -to- whom y o ur s taff e r ie - d e v o t ad. 

And nobody else ! , *. 

SztlL-' 

The mnn Israel is not alone in characterizing as the leader of the Arab extremists 

who captured this American officer when he was assigned to the UNTis tye man Israel 

captured *»nd questioned* He is also the man so incidental to this newest of your endlesB 

* 

incitations to hatred your columnist doesn t even give his name. Instead he refers to 

him - and thi3 is all he says about himj v =»^th4 Shiite cleric." 

In your staffer’s gleding 'oi r ~tTiCrpapers he avoids all else that has been attributed 

to this terrorist leader, inclcj/uing the kidnapping of other Americans and even the bombing 

of the Marine barracks in Lebanon in which 241 innocent Americans were slaughtered. 

Instead he wants your readers to believe that Israel is responsible for 1 4© Arab 

murder of Colonel Hjfrgjrm andfrhg c- l o u a ft is angled that way, consistent with this he 

& 

says over and over again that Colonel Higgins was not killed by the terrorists until after 
their leader was captured by the Israelis, (^Srt of his omission is the confession Israel 
Baid it got from him under questioning, his assumption of responsibility for these c ... 
terrorist acts.) . * 

In his persisting calumny your columnist, again dishonest in (selectivity, if it 
exists at all, quotes an unidentified "Pentagon" source as saying that the colonel 

was still alive when the "cleric" was captured and he begins this by representing that 
the murder just happened; 

"B^jt when his murder came, sources in the P/^tj^agon said they bejcieved the Marine 



ha^ been still alive last week." 



Your columnist says only part of what was well-publicised, in the papers he reads 

in saying that after the colonel was captured, "The 'trial' was supposedly held in 

December," What also was widely reported "in December 'Tin that Higgins was tto^killed^ 

Not imf- last December, And if that is true, the entire column being based on the 

fact that he wasn't, where it has any basis at all, is obviou^ a rotten piece of in- 

flanJatory propaganda. , , 

w in his j ournalistic ex perience J 

There is no indication that he learned anything ~abni it th e- fl gaftof which he boasts 
so often in your staffer's failure to have anything to say at all about the photographs 
alleging depicting Higgins’ hangin^TThe end of July. A cub reporter should not have missed 
the fact that there is no means of identifying when Higgins was hanged - even if he was alive 
when he was videotaped hanging. In the past those terrorists have been careful to include 
such +tmft identifiers as Bjfi newspaper, which dates the photography and the death or life 
of the subject photographed. I’his time the terrorists were careful to make itjiLose to 
impossible l£» place the time the photograph of a hanging man was taken. It jdr'not even 
possible, as Pentagon sources your boy managed not to quote? to identify the victim. 

Experts, in fact, agre^cl that there is a question about how much can be learned 
from the videotape the Arat^ terrorists released because it is "grainy" and otherwise of 
poor quality. In lfc^elf this should raised questions because there was no need for 
rr^?^InnFTi^ ^ T t ^"• | ^-|r°r v, ^' " clarity. Addressing' thir^expert ^t-Sony 

said "you could not tell how old it was," referring to the disclosed videotape. 

On when Colonel ^igglns was killed, the Washington Post reported that "senior 
security officials in Beirut agreed with suggestions that “iggins may have been killed 
some tj mc ago, and said other hostages^whB/have died in captivity, will be accused as 



and threatened with 'execution', with the captors capitalizing on tne etrts crisis 

— — „ o>, du, f / h^irb t 

v-^t his captured terror is t l e ader) Obeid's disappearance. 4 1 * 

io h i (h. ii , 

Also from the same paper your columnist reads , "reports that /figgins died box ore 



the Israelis capture of Obeid could not bu confirmed. But two sources amid here said 
there were indications that Higgins perished injecember, 1986 1968. ...Israeli olficials 



.. J 



discussed this report with their U.S. contacts in February of thiff year, the sources 

tha /~ 

said, «yid discovered that/ U.S. intelligence community had received similar eccounts." 

iwjn more than a full newspaper column of space, you carried noe£ of this informa- 
tion and thereby~»±led Enisled wur readers. There are published reports that if the body 
is that of Colonel ^iggins it was taken from the grave and photographed. Wo/have no way of 
knovdjig-ftew - whether this is true or not but isn't it as worthy, with all that space, of 
some mc-ntiun as all the proptjganda you published? iili^Lw /jsitive statements that no 
hones t<Cre porter or columnist can make as positive statements? 

But if your columnist had reported what had been reported elsewhere, instead of 
indulging in a lengthy diatribe against 1 srael and contriving an entirely f;Oae case tliat 
'murden^tfasodly the end of July, he could not have had his false case against Israel 
and he could not have attributed any of the blame for this despicable murder to Israel, 
could ha? ■. 

yormt 

knd if he had ha^ anything else in mind, how could he have eliminated in its 
entirety all of the reports that indicate the “iggins murder was not recent? Cub reporters 
get fired for less row often has he exploited Ivf'gray hairs and boasted of his 
k-a yr journalistic credentials? 

This is not journalism and it is not a reasonable statement of opinion because it 

- ' 

is baaed on what is alleged to be without question when it ilCatbest highly questionable. 

It is still another of your endless incitations to hating Israel and it is the 

expression of the papers' beliefs and of what they want believed because he is on their 

payrolljw^ecause they have editorial responsibility for what they publish, he is not 

some writer of letters to the editor, ft h»A a long record he has never been man enough 

to defend and can't defend -aud ^Tl though , p a gt i cu lariyJ^ 

' 



the past year or so^- the papers 



have refused to publishl commentj on his and their incitations to hatred and thus have seen 
to it that their trusting readirs were denied exposure of his untruthfulness and mis- 
representations. 

The papers cannot escape or avoid responsibility. I regret very much that for all 

these years they have given so much misinformation to so many who trust theyv , that tliey 
have m ade themselves into a vehicle for hate propaganda. 



